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REMARKS 

The Examiner raises three points in response, in Henri 8, a first relating to support for 
claims 14 and 15, and two points relating to the disclosure off Irwin. 

Claim relection 35 USC S1 12 

Concerning Items 2, 3 and 8, relating to an alleged lack of support in the 
specification for claims 14 and 15, these claims read as follows: 

14. A method as claimed in claim 2, wherein each of the frames 
comprises a plurality of time slots, the Interface comprises a timing 
reference and wherein the pointers identify first time slots in the frames 
relative to the timing reference. 

15. An arrangement as claimed in claim 9, wherein each of the frames 
comprises a plurality of time slots, the arrangement comprises a timing 
reference and the means for generating pointers is arranged to generate 
pointers identifying first time slots in the frames, relative to the timing 
reference. 

The Examiner has not explained exactly which feature he considers lacks support, 
so all the features will now be discussed. There is support for the plurality of time 
slots in any mention of TDM of course, and they are shown in many of the figures, 
e.g. fig 6. There rs support for a timing reference in any TDM system of course, and 
there is an example mentioned at page 8 line 21 which refers to The phase offset to 
the node frame reference is indicated by a pointer". 

There is support for the feature of pointers identifying first time slots at page 1 1 (not 
page 12 as was incorrectly stated fn the previous response) lines 13 to 15, which 
state "Within each pointer byte the pointer value is transmitted in a 5 bit field and 
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indicates the number of the first time slot of the E1/T1 transmitted in the node 125 ps 
frame." 

For these reasons, these claims are fuJJy supported. 
Cialm rejections as use s ina 

Concerning non-obviousness, In the last response, it was explained that the two 
Independent claims 2 and 9 stand were distinguished over Won and Irwin and 
Caves. In particular, Irwin does not show the features of: 
appointors identifying phase of the TDM traffic™ 

b)"sald pointers are mapped into one or more separate asynchronous ceils for 
transport ahead of said traffic cells.'' 

fVfra , ntares of the distinctive features o f the Invention; The significance of these 
distinctive features was explained as follows. Since the pointers indicate phase 
Information rather than merely ceil order as in Irwin, the TDM phase information can 
apply to more than one cell and so need not be sent with every cell. Hence sending it 
separately can mean less overhead. Furthermore the phase information can be sent 
as values with more bits and so have more precision without overflowing the header 
for example. Furthermore, it is not always necessary to send the information for 
every frame, so further overhead can be saved since ft "facilitates the avoidance of 
the need for sending the pointer cells every 125j*s frame if these are not required..." 
(page 13) thus avoiding sending the same information repeatedly. 

Examiners response; The Examiner has responded in item 8 with two points relating 
to Irwin. A first point is that Irwin does show the header being separated from the 
payload. A second point is that the adaptation of cell headers into the header data 
stream of Irwin Is an example of feature b). Neither of these points bring Irwta any 
closer to showing or suggesting the distinguishing features a) and b) or their 
advantages. 
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— - separate ^l^^ 9d ' nth9 ^ re8ponse 
^> ft. advamaoes „ ^ ^^^T " ^ ^ ™ »^ « 

"""n Becomes relevant to feature b) 

The Examiner cites col 12 lines Rtjr, ^, 

-me ,oca, m, epIL "! ^ 7WsSlBte8asfe ^»: 

^*ta stream on abwM l stream on a bus 4,3 and . 

headers are reu^,^ rpay J^T * " * ynehTOTOUS »« ATM w. The 

- ^der » used in """ W lnfo ™°n in 

rece^ce.e^,,^.^^^--;-^ 

In the Examiner* second point, he seems to by to araue *«,, „,„ „„ 

** » an exampte of pointers -mapped into £ o Z ^ «™ <* 

*>r transport ahead of said J™ """J ™' e asyncn^ous 
'^^bee^^^^^^^headerso, 
synchronous TDM frames H«n~«« pay,oaas ' ^ used to enable construction of 

separate asynch J^^TTT * " ^ «■ 

nous cells for transport ahead of their payload. 
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Th. Earner app«„ to be swuming fta. *, ^ dalastream „ ^ 
esynchronoua. Thb „ „o« dlecteeed. „,„ ^ h m ^ „ " £ 

^^^^^^^^^ bu.,^* 
be . ^renou. dalasrream.T^ E»mlner also to assume tha, .he cL 

» not wthln the usual .ntoprewton of ,he farm -transport" applied to cell.. 

S-ncMlnB rffrpatfa ; In conclusion, Irwin dow not show feature b) It would be 

."l^r hn,08 " yto 9,8 hMdera °' *» asynchronous cane 

•head of their paybad. Even if featare b> wer. shown, there i, no advantage in 
sand),* hMdera. «*»»(.*. pointer. «en%^ phase of the TDM .raffle' which 
sen, ahead In separata a.y™hronous oall. (Usatores a) and b)). There to no 
•WMon In any of the prtor art of th. advantoaa, of this combhatbn, nor how to 
«Mft» .t The Examiner states In nam 5 the incentive or rnottvatlon would be to 
arable reconstruction of f«mea ,„ TDM forma, aft* trarcmlsaon. But this can be 
achieved without the Invention, by te^ng the p„a» lntermation „ Men ^ 
There tonosugoestlon of tteaovantafras dlaouasad above of the dfetmcSve featuras 
cf sandms «>e phase information In separate asynchronous cells ahead of the traffic 
Hence the claims are not obvious over the cited document, taken sinoly or In 
combination. 
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AJI the points raised by the Examiner have now been met and favorable 
reconsideration is requested. For the foregoing reasons, applicants respectfully 
submit that the claims in this application are in condition for allowance. Early 
issuance of a Notice of Allowance is solicited. 



May 24, 2004 Respectfully submitted, 



William M. 
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